Bear Jim, 



2/6/78 

For spectro/HAA appeal or remand. Source FEE&i #105-82555-4584, the repprt of Hobart 
P. Gemberling dated 8 / 5/64 ooverlng the investigative period 6/10-7/51/64. 

Baring tried to |SS ee ^ that there was no "missed " shot when President Kennedy was 
aa a a asinat ed - and failed to get the Warren Cotaniaaioc. to go along with that parti oulax 
Ed are presentation. — the FBI than succeeded in hiding ita certain knowledge that proof 
relating to the missed shot and its cause were forever lost. 

Of the possible explanations of wjmt happened to the curbstone on which there was 
a ballistics impact the sore likely is that the hole (also a nick and a scar at 

the tine of the assassination} was efasply patched* 

®» other alternative is that the Motion of curbstone was replaced. ®hie is unlikely, 
also would hare attracted too such attention. 

There is no FBI explanation of the shooting in any of its reports or reconstructions 
that mentions the /dssed shot # of the wounding of Janes T. Tagus. Hi these formal^ 
dtatezsent by the FBI are identical. 



Koat shocking is the version in its supposedly definitive five-volume report 
ordered by LBI before he appointed the Warren ComdLsalan. The of those five 

volumes is a text of 88 umbered pages. (Sene have letters added. ) It has leas tw 
five dosea words on the crime itself. 



The first It is titled M J«.i«*aiIMnai/ 

It has two subheadings, ana/s» tfar»Fr ■ *» , 

" A - in Siting* ■* ******** Mm** nr^nMom related to the Stppiix 

MitHwg assassination connecting the Tipjit Filling also la conolusory.) 



" A s s a s sin in B ui l d in g"la of but two short paragrjaha. The aeoond does not relate to 
faote of the crime* It le sa Unfaithful account of what unnamed and unidentified witnesses 
are represented as having seen. 



ML there is in five fancy bound volumes on the crime itself 1st 
"As the motorcade was travelling through downtown Balias on 81m Street about 50 
yards ten west of the intersection with Houston (Exhibit 1 ) three shots rang out. Two 
bullets struck President Kennedy, and one wounded Sovernor Connelly." (The rest of the 
paragraph is not on the crime* "The President, who slumped forward in the car, was rushed 
to Parkland Memorial Hospital, where he was pronounced dead at 1 tp.au") 

Before going into the proof of my eoarlier work I found in the records “esall ordered 
the FBI to give m I want to pot this together in aiapler language. 

The FBI states that in all three tints were fired. Of these thro shots two strode 
Idie President and a third oss struck Governor Connelly. 

Thsre really is no quibble about the language because if it did not mean this the 
FBI would bo making no other mention at all of the third aho^t. Besides, it does not say 




"on* fl£ +*»«» (two)bulleta also hit Governor G onn*liy." 

On the remote chances some extreme partisan might pretend it meant what it did not 
w I used other of these records in SatiSfr The^iyen calculated where the motorcade 
was when each of the three shots hit. There are a number of such statements. I've used them 

but they remain unknown because nobody else has. 

(Tho Sofiret Service tried to pull the same one only its calculations different fros 
those of the M by a few feet. Remember the executive session transoript on this that I 

used in I think WW XV - Rankin said lets split the difference.) 

Geaberling's report goes into the curbstone in the synposia* "Additional investiga- 
tion conducted concerning mark on curb on south sidernf Main Street near triple undor- 
jmm...” Of t Ma is states unequivocally what 1 have saidiHo evid«M» of mark or nick 
is now visible." Leaving no doubt at all is the next sentence* "Photographs talon of 
location where nark ouoe appeared." ( I have marked this on the copy I've made for you and 
am with this. The original is u nak a ri ced.) 

With attention this is a blockbuster. 

Table of contents shows that ppi 27-33 are on this investigation. The last words of 
the entry are "and Struck JIM TAGUS." 

Jim's name is mentioned one time, as the appropriate page of the index shows. (186) 

Be is on 27. The entire page is a subhead, word-for-word the language of the table of 

contents. There is nn other mention, of fa-fittSa 

Although the FBI avoided the two Dallas photographers, Bnderwoodand Dillard, for 
almost nine months, both state there was a visible mark. Their FD302s, not their words 
but those of FBI agents s e s k i ng to play it dawn, sre included. 

Agents Barrett and Mil &•* state there was a mark. They war* able to locate the 
point where it "had been." And they go on to say it is not there now, or when they 
did this July 1964 investigation. (But they d* conjecture that rains and cleaning the 

streets oould have work off the concrete! ) 

Where they talk about Dillard having two pictures they may not be lying but they 
are wrong. I have these two. 1 think we used them in deposing the retired agents and 
that they are in the record. 

There was a third, the best. Of it Dillard told ms that "the federales did not 
return it." Maybe this was Shsneyfelt, maybe someone before he was sent down. Ti-is is 
one X used in Post Mortem. 

Bow there is a better explanation than the FBI’s conjecture about what happened to 
tiie apeotro plate on the curbstone testing. They conjectured that the lab Barely thre it 
away to save space. Hot tbs other plates, only this one. To save lass than an eighth of 

an incha? 







1 rsaiad you thay dale, tea spjetro detected only two of tho dosea elements of a 
bullet dtb aa inch of specimen/ to select from when sicrooao^Lc quantities am adequate 
for the test* be still do not know of those two if they are even compatible with the 
results oa the hulletOaetal testing. 

Another provocative mystery remains i what hsp.mnsd to the movie film Jis T*gm took 
in 5/64, to shew his folks whan he went to visit them? 

Tagua still does not know how the GomasiBeion knew he had taken any pictures. 

But he does know that those movies showed no mark on the curbstone r emaining as 
of 5/64. 

5?his Means that someone destroyed the absolute proof of conspiracy prior to the 
time he took the pictures in hay 1964, 

It is difficult to h avoid the suspicion that **ia was being watched. JQBt Otherwise how 
would the FBI and the Coaaiaaion, with both ka avoiding hia, have known that he had t p*en 
the pictures. 

Jim is uncertain of tbs date his pictures were stolen. When he learned it, which 
was after we filed the apectro/fiAA suit against the FBI, he at first attributed it to 
some kinds. 

What forced interest in Tagus is the pas s i n g comment of Tom Dillard to then U.g. 
Attorney in Dallas Barefoot Sanders. Dillard had taken these pictures mentioned in the 
Camberllng report. was mtZKXX also reading accounts of tee solution to the crime that 
made no mention, of this Biased shot. So he spoke of it to Sanders when they met at a 
social function. Sanders offioe, I believe *artha Joe Stroud, then wrote to ibmUn. Jhia 
again rejwe»aated ^axas knowledge Washington could no longer ignore. Thus the order to 
tee FBI to investigate tee curbs tone, about early J uly 1964. 

I believe that with this Gomberling report we have enough to go to court and 
a full investigation, with scientific testing of tee visible spot to determine if the 
concrete mi* la different. I believe that chemical analysis would have ths ca pabili ty 
of establishing it. ft may be that a concrete expert alone could fro® the pronounoed 
difference in color and texture. With eo small a chip to obliterate it was not possible 
to use a normal concrete mix. There could be no ooeres aggregate because one piece of it 
mould be larger than tea hole teat was to be hidden. Perhaps a parging mi* was used, maybe 
even mortar or plastering send mice rather than concrete else, which is much coarser. 

X'vehad many calls and interruptions. I hope this is clear. If not let me know. 

Best, 
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